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W. 3TTT-14012/24/96TOI. lift/A T£ 1^. tf.— BETTER -TOT 3lfaftTO, 1963 (1963 ^51 38 ) ^ «TTTT 48 TOT 
49 TOT 3TTOT Tlf^Rlf TO TOR ftr EflTO 3TTfTOR>T, TOTR % ST^TO RRT 3 TOTfTO 'JEW t I 

farH4HHl'Rt3TfRTTO^%^TO^(TO^)^TORTT^TORit ITOTR, 0,/lt TOlftTT, Rl ^ ft 

Ef iff 3TNRt wEft I 


TTTT. TOR, 3TWTSTT 

yyj^ RflUETUi 

RTTOTTU 33TT-14012/24/96-Tftli(t 

TORTOm — 3 tRTO3 

33T^7T 

( 22 3WT?r, 1997 ^7l 

TO HHdl RTR TfTOl Ef pi«K*l4tii, PfrsRR 3tTR % TOTTTO 3fa UTOtf % TOT% 

2. TO WTTT 4 PTOFPf^f, Rift %TOTTO TOTO*, 1994 Et TOR 3TgqfcTsft ITO 9WR 

TOTO TO % ^TR 5 T. -aft TOTt aflT TOT TOR 3 2.50 TTf7T RRlt TpF TOR R TOfTO I RtoR TORT TJRJR Rt TOTt TOUT % 60% 
TO RTRft I y«1lftd "^TO TiHRHnSR TOT? % OTTOfa f 
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(i) ‘3TRT TlfTT ^41^ I 

(ii) 3rftrrzR fTTFn, to % ^ vnm^ fr^rr i 

(iii) ^wvnnt^ ; irtNi3ti *fi t^nwn i 

(iv) ^m% yt<j*t u iT ^%f^rg"swri 

3. ldT^ 1994^-d^^-RT^^^l^dT7?mR 

■^TtT ^S1#t ^ dTR 'RTd ^I%SR ftl£ #1T I wfaTr 3 TSft gg % Tdd -^m ^ 3siT3ff % fag ^IdTIT % W* % dTI^T 

g!(f jhiPici +l4°mfl 4t 3fa d®T dil 3 Oil cl gw, fa ddd -dTR % ' r4 lltfl ^ Mt nwifl diT 3 I^*hI 4H fa*Hi ®TT, dlftWTW. 
■»ff f^mfft?r f^rF^r^r -draT % ar^zr^^td t^T arg^rtl^cT ■ert^tt % i 

4. ddd ’’dTO ^ ^ "Sdld Tl fa fa fag fa STjfar fagt % I ’STtfa'+iOi fa 3Tfa fa^tl fa g^ U^IR ^ fagfa/t fa 
s;ifal ^ +i4rdd Ifa yc^dT di J 0 fa fag41 ■Hcnm 3fafai'SnRTfatfa% IfaTfafafagH fafar^faT di41 CF'M ^fag cFii *ff fa*j4l 
dW wd ift fafat, faf ■g^ dT dft "ddd Tjfa dt gd: fafaT fafa faTfaT 1 

5. fa*JW4%gfaTfaTH^faTfafarfaf^fafafaT4fa^fa^tfafa’7rfarafafaf‘‘fafaragfa7 , fafa'£f%3fa 

t I “faft gddi" fa dddfaRTSlftfaflfa STTTdd%faft fafafa fNPi-MMf % fapfa PdPHdflRI famfagiTT I 
fafafifaT df fdf^Tdd % fag fa? g^ fa fafa?K drfdfafa dltdT % ddT ‘*'faft gcfa" fafa SlfafaT fa? 3 am 11 dft fan t 
^^^dtd1d^f^dd^dfldRddTf%rdRd!^%fpfgd.l4dl^l dftdndrjt i 
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THE TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 10th September, 1997 

F. No. PR-14012/24/96-PG/TAMP.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 48 and section 49 of the Major 
Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby amend the Scale of Rates as in the schedule 
appended hereto. 

The rate(s) is(are) liable to be reviewed after finalisation of the Regulations to be made in this behalf The effect of such 
a review will, however, be only prospectively operational. 

S. SATHYAM, Chairman 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
Case No. PR-14012/24/96-PG 

The Mumbai Port Trust ...Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 22nd day of August, 97) 

This case relates to a proposal from the Mumbai Port Trust for levy of (license) fee for operation of catamarans, 
hovercrafts, speedboats, etc., from the Gateway of India and the modalities therefor. 

2. The Mumbai Port Trust had permitted commencement of operation of catamarans, hovercrafts, speedboats, etc., 
with effect from November 1994. The proposal relates to a levy of Rs. 5 A per passenger during peak hours and Rs. 2.50 per 
passenger during other times, calculated at 60% of the passenger capacity of the craft. The levy proposed is subject to the 
following conditions : 

(i) Three months 1 charges have to be recovered as Security Deposit, 

(ii) The maximum fare has to be approved by the Deputy Conservator of the Port. 

(iii) The operations have to comply with the requirements of the tidal observatory. 

(iv) The operators have to take measures to prevent pollution of any kind. 
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3. The Authority is not happy with the situation of being confronted by fait accompli. But, very little purpose will be 
served by harping on this point in this case which has been pending since 1094, Taking note, therefore, of the fact that the Port 
Trust had taken anticipatory action because of public pressure for the services and, bearing in mind the fact that the Board of 
Trustees of the Mumbai Port Trust had also endorsed the proposal, the Authority also approves it subject to the various condi¬ 
tions stipulated, 

4. The Port Trust has requested for enforcement of these fees with retrospective effect. The legal advice sought on this 
issue about the power of the Authority to give retrospective operation to its orders has not yet become available. That being so, 
the order at present will only have prospective application. As and when the legal advice becomes available, this issue will, if 
possible, be reopened (or reconsideration. 

5. The authority has noted the specific clarification given to it by the Port Trust that the proposal relates only to 
Micense fee' and not 'passenger fee'. The latter will be regulated by the Port Trust authorities under their Passenger Transport 
Regulations. The Authority will like this issue to be examined in detail to determine whether '■passenger fee 1 will also fall in its 
jurisdiction. If it will, then, this issue will also be taken up for reconsideration at a suitable time subsequently. 

S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
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